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BEFORE THE OFFICE OF ENROLLMENT AND DISCIPLINE 
UNITED STATE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



LIMITED RECOGNITION UNDER 37 CFR § 10.9(b) 

Marc M. Wefers is hereby given limited recognition under 37 CFR §10-9(b) as an 
employee of Fish & Richardson P.C., to prepare and prosecute patent applications 
wherein the patent applicant is the client of Fish & Richardson P.C, and the attorney or 
agent of record in the applications is a registered practitioner who is a member of Fish & 
Richardson P.C. This limited recognition shall expire on the date appearing below, or 
when whichever of the following events first occurs prior to the date appearing below: (i) 
Marc M- Wefers ceases to lawfully reside in the United States, (ii) Marc M- Wefers' 
employment with Fish & Richardson P,C. ceases or is terminated, or (iii) Marc M, 
Wefers ceases to remain or reside in the United States on an H-IB visa. 

This document constitutes proof of such recognition. The original of this document is on 
file in the Office of Enrollment and DiscipHne of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office. 



Expires: December 6, 2004 




Harry L Moatz 
Director of Enrollment and Discipline 
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REPLY TO ACTION OF JANUARY 8, 2004 
REMARKS 

The Action indicates that the reply filed on November 12*. 2003, is not fully responsive 
to the prior Office Action because it does not address the 35 USC 103 rejection over BnmiTig 
(US 5,654,798). However, as we shall explain below, the claim amendments made in the 
November 12, 2003 reply rendered the 35 USC 103 rejection over Bruning moot, and that was 
why Bruning was not explicitly addressed in the reply. Parenthetically, we note that the r^ly 
was in fact mailed by first class mail on November 10, 2003, and therefore we shall refer to it 
below as our November 10, 2003 rqply 

Specifically, our November 10, 2003 reply amended the claims so that claims 1, 25, 42, 
44, 48, 57, 64, 66, 67, 73, 76> and 79 became the independent claims (see page 18 of the reply), 
and then sequentially addressed the rejections pertinent each independent claim as then amended. 
Because the rejection over Bruning in the prior Action was directed to originally filed claims 1-8, 
12, 16, 27-34, 36, 38, 40, 42, and 74-75, when applied by itself (see pages 2-5 of the May 8, 
2003 Action), and to originally filed claims 9, 32, and 39, when applied in combination with 
Kulawiec (US 5,793,488) (see page 6 of the May 8, 2003 Action), the only remaining 
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independent claims to which it could be s^plied were claims 1 and 42, But, as stated in the our 
November 12, 2003 reply: "Claims 1 and 42 were amended to include the features of previously 
pending claims 20 and 65, respectively" (see page 18 of reply). Because claims 20 and 65 were 
not among the claims rejected in view of Bruning^ amended independent claims 1 and 42 
distinguished Bnining. 

Thus, each independent claim pending following our November 10, 2003 reply was either 
not rejected in view of Bnining (i.e„ independent claims 25, 44, 48, 57, 64, 66, 67, 73, 76, and 
79) or amended to include features from claims that the prior Action indicated as distinguishing 
Bruning (i.e., claims 1 and 42, which were amended to include the features of claims 20 and 65, 
respectively). Furthermore, any dq^endent claim rejected in view of Bnining distinguished 
Bruning for at least the same reasons as those for the independent claim from which it depends. 
Accordingly, the claim amendments made in the November 10, 2003 reply rendered the 35 USC 
103 rejection over Bruning moot, and therefore the substance of Bruning did not need to be 
explicitly addressed. 

In any case, we submit that this reply together with oxjt previously filed reply of 
November 10, 2003 (a copy of which is enclosed herewith) is fully responsive to the prior Office 
Action dated May 8, 2003 because it specifically explains why the rejections in view of Bruning 
have been rendered moot. We ask that all claims be allowed. 
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Please apply any other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050. 



Respectfully subtnitted. 



Date: 




Marc M. Wefers* for 
David L. Feigenbaum 
Reg. No, 30,378 

Fish & Richardson P C, 
225 Franklin Street 
Boston, MA 02110-2804 
Telephone: (617)542-5070 
Facsimile: (617)542-8906 

*See attached docomeat certifying that Marc M. Wafers bits limited recognition to practice before the US. 
Patent and Trademark Office under 37 C J.R* § 10.9(b)- 
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